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DETAILED ACTION 
Response to Arguments 

1. Applicant's arguments filed 02/10/2011 with respect to claims 1-70 have been fully 
considered. 

2. Applicant argues in summary that French-St. George does not disclose: 

a) "sending a notification of a collaboration request to a device associated with the 
calling party based on the response, the collaboration request being a request for a collaboration 
to share data interactively between the called party and the calling party, the collaboration being 
in addition to the call"; and 

b) "receiving a response to the collaboration request from the calling party accepting 
or denying the collaboration request" 

3. Regarding a), The Examiner respectfully disagrees as French-St. George discloses these 
limitations in at least col. 7:50 - col. 8:50. A notification is sent to the calling party requesting a 
communications event in a particular format. The communication events include sharing data 
interactively, for example in video conferencing (French-St. George, col. 6:48-53.), or text 
messaging (French-St. George, col. 8:5-11). Therefore, French-St. George discloses the 
limitations as described in a). 

4. Regarding b), French-St. George discloses that in response the request for the 
communications event in a particular format, the caller selects the event in a particular format 
(i.e. responds accepting the request). Therefore, French-St. George discloses the limitations as 
described in b). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 101 

5. 35 U.S.C. 101 reads as follows: 

Whoever invents or discovers any new and useful process, machine, manufacture, or composition of matter, or 
any new and useful improvement thereof, may obtain a patent therefor, subject to the conditions and 
requirements of this title. 

6. Claims 48-62 are rejected under 35 USC 101 because the claimed invention is directed 
towards nonstatutory subject matter. 
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7. The claim(s) are drawn towards a "computer readable medium". Applying the broadest 
reasonable interpretation in light of the specification and taking into the account the meaning of 
the words in their ordinary usage as they would be understood by one of ordinary still in the art 
(MPEP 21 1 1), the claim as a whole covers both transitory and non-transitory media. Moreover, 
applicant's specification recites compute-readable media to include a carrier wave (See the 
Applicant's specification in paragraph [0124]. A transitory media does not fall into any of the 
four statutory categories of invention. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

8. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public use or 
on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United States. 

9. Claims 1-70 rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by US 6,122,348 to 
French-St. George et al (hereinafter French-St. George). 

Regarding claims 1, 24, 47, 49, 14, 37, 48, 62-69, French-St. George teaches a method 
comprising: 

receiving information pertaining to a call to a called party placed by a calling 
party (French-St. George, col. 3:50 -col. 4:55, col. 6:30-65.); 

sending a notification of the call to a device associated with the called party (French-St. 
George, col. 7:20-26.); 

receiving a response to the notification (French-St. George, col. 7:20-26.); 

sending a notification of a collaboration request to a device associated with the 
calling party based on the response, the collaboration request being a request for a collaboration 
to share data interactively between the called party and the calling party, the collaboration being 
in addition to the call (French-St. George, col. 7:50 - col. 8:50.); 
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receiving a response to the collaboration request from the calling party accepting or 
denying the collaboration request (French-St. George, col. 7:60-67.); and 

connecting the call between the calling party and the called party when the calling party 
denies the collaboration request (French-St. George, col. 8:20-30, "receiver to automatically 
request that the caller leave a message rather than complete the requested synchronous 
dialogue".); 

initiating the collaboration between the called party and the calling party based on a 
determination that the calling party accepts the collaboration request (French-St. George, col. 
3:50-67. See also fig. 3,310.). 

wherein conducting the collaboration comprises using application software that provides 
multiparty communication between at least the called party and the calling party (French-St. 
George, fig. 3, col. 5:30-60, col. 7:55-67.). 

Regarding claim 2, 25, 50, French-St. George the method of claim 1, wherein the 
information pertaining to the call comprises at least one of called number data, calling name 
data, and calling number data (French-St. George, col. 5:63 - col. 6:10-57.). 

Regarding claim 3, 15, 26, 38, 51, French-St. George teaches the method of claim 1, 
wherein sending a notification of the call comprises: 

retrieving data corresponding to the called party using the information pertaining to the 
call (French-St. George, col. 5:30 - col. 6:10. col. 4:40-64, col. 7:50- 8:44.); 

selecting a device associated with the called party to receive the notification of the call 
based on the data corresponding to the called party (French-St. George, col. 5:30 - col. 6:10. col. 
4:40-64, col. 7:50- 8:44.); and 

providing the notification of the call to the selected device for display on the selected 
device (French-St. George, col. 5:30 - col. 6:10. col. 4:40-64, col. 7:50- 8:44.). 

Regarding claim 4, 16, 27, 39, 52, French-St. George the method of claim 1, wherein the 
notification of the call comprises a user-selectable collaboration option (French-St. George, col. 
7:50-col. 8:50, see also fig. 3.). 
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Regarding claim 5, 17, 28, 40, 53, French-St. George the method of claim 4, wherein the 
notification of the call is displayed on the device associated with the called party (French-St. 
George, col. 7:50-col. 8:50, see also fig. 3.). 

Regarding claim 6, 18, 29, 41, 54, French-St. George the method of claim 1, wherein 
sending a notification of a collaboration request comprises: 

providing the notification of the collaboration request to a device used to place the call 
for display on the device used to place the call, based on a determination that the response to the 
notification of the call indicates that the collaboration is requested (French-St. George , col. 7:57- 
col. 8:10.). 

Regarding claim 7, 19, 30, 42, 55, French-St. George teaches the method of claim 1, 
wherein sending a notification of a collaboration request comprises: 

retrieving data corresponding to the calling party using the information pertaining to the 
call, based on a determination that the response to the notification of the call indicates that the 
collaboration is requested (French-St. George, col. 5:30 - col. 6:10. col. 4:40-64, col. 7:50- 
8:44.); 

selecting a device associated with the calling party to receive the notification of the 
collaboration request based on the data corresponding to the calling party (French-St. George, 
col. 5:30 - col. 6:10. col. 4:40-64, col. 7:50- 8:44.); and 

providing the notification of the collaboration request to the selected device associated 
with the calling party for display on the selected device associated with the calling party (French- 
St. George, col. 5:30 - col. 6:10. col. 4:40-64, col. 7:50- 8:44.). 

Regarding claim 8, 20, 31, 43, 56, French-St. George the method of claim 1, wherein the 
notification of the collaboration request comprises user- selectable options for accepting and 
declining the collaboration request (French-St. George, col. 7:50-col. 8:50, see also fig. 3.). 
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Regarding claim 9, 32-33, 57, 70, French-St. George the method of claim 1, further 
comprising, prior to sending the notification of the collaboration request: 

launching the collaboration between the called party and the calling party from the 
perspective of the called party (French-St. George, col. 3:50-67. See also fig. 3, 310.). 

Regarding claim 10, 23, 34, 46, 58, French-St. George the method of claim 9, the 
connecting comprising: launching the collaboration between the called party and the calling 
party from the perspective of the calling party, based on a determination that the calling party 
accepts the collaboration request (French-St. George, col. 3:50-67. See also fig. 3, 310.); and 

connecting the call between the called party and calling party (French-St. George, col. 
3:50-67. See also fig. 3, 310.). 

Regarding claim 1 1, 21, 44, 59, French-St. George the method of claim 9, the connecting 
comprising: launching the collaboration between the called party and the calling party from the 
perspective of the calling party, based on a determination that the calling party accepts the 
collaboration request (French-St. George, col. 3:50-67. See also fig. 3, 310.), wherein the 
collaboration includes a data connection and a voice connection (French-St. George, col. 4:50- 
64.). 

Regarding claim 12, 22, 35, 45, 60, French-St. George the method of claim 9, the 
connecting comprising: launching the collaboration between the called party and the calling 
party from the perspective of the calling party based on a determination that the calling party 
accepts the collaboration request (French-St. George, col. 3:50-67. See also fig. 3, 310.), wherein 
the collaboration includes a data connection and a voice connection (French-St. George, col. 
4:50-64.), wherein the collaboration includes a data connection (French-St. George, col. 3:50-67. 
See also fig. 3, 310.), wherein the collaboration includes a data connection and a voice 
connection (French-St. George, col. 4:50-64.) and a videoconferencing connection (French-St. 
George, col. 6:45-55.). 
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Regarding claim 13, 36, 61, French-St. George the method of claim 9, the connecting 
comprising: ceasing the collaboration launched from the perspective of the called party based on 
a determination that the calling party declines the collaboration request; and connecting the call 
to the called party between the called party and the calling party (French-St. George, col. 8:20- 
30, "receiver to automatically request that the caller leave a message rather than complete the 
requested synchronous dialogue".). 
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Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to RYAN J. JAKOVAC whose telephone number is (571)270-5003. 
The examiner can normally be reached on Monday through Friday, 7:30 am to 5:00 pm EST. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Andrew Caldwell can be reached on 571-272-3868. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would 
like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated 
information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 



/Ryan Jakovac/ 



